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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 
Claims 1 to 77 are pending m fee present application, of which Claims 1, 20, 39, 58, 63. 
w e t lein s With this paper, Applicant has amended C 
68, 69 and 73. No claims have been cancelled. No new claims have been added. 

Initially, Applicant would like io thank the Examiner for continued indication of 
allowance of Claims I to 19 and 39 to 67. In light of the amendments and arguments set forth 
herein. Applicant believes that ah Nanus in the present application are in condition for 
allowance, tor winch prompt and favorable action is respectfully requested. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 68 to 77 were objected to because of informalities related to the use of "program 
code stores 1 e \ ; 

With this paper, Applicant has amended Claim 68 to recite an apparatus wherein the 
processor is configured to perform a set of operations. Applicant believes that amended 
independent Claim 68, and Claims 69 to 72 that depend from Claim 68, are now clearly directed 
towards an apparatus and therefore are not directed to the same subject matter as Claims 73 to 
77. 

" h p >er s Ap i '3 to recite a computer- 

n - emed ir - - program codes for performing certain operations Applicant 

beheves that amended independent Claim 73, and Claims 74 to 77 that depend from Claim 73, 
art w € s a computei- readable u ee i « . . - .n not directed to 

m same su > ect n ittei as C a ms ' x c 72 

Based on tb.e above discussion. Applicant respectfully submits that Claims 68 io 77 are in 
cm motif > v Rc s e i *v \ % -v i f i" r>\to?"Ns 

respectful!} requested. 

■.Claim Rejections ~- 35 USC §112 
Claims 20 to 38 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, for allegedly 
being indefinite fax fa ling ic partic barb poh I out and .distinctly claim the sub ect matter which 
Vppiif t axis as e invention 
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With this paper. Applicants have amended Claim 20 to recite, in relevant part, " means for 
U m estimated < o implication channel impulse response h , ( ) to generate a tillered 

" vcoi f i- i 1 " -e - - t v. _ 

least in part according to the spreading sequence S ; " Because each limitation of amended Claim 

1 1 i f s t , i 1 ( x i >er means plus fenctioi 

form as required by 35 U.S.C. §112, sixth paragraph. Furthermore, Claims 21 to 38 depend from 
Claim 20 and are now also believed to be in a proper means plus (unction torn, at *eas: ■ u-e 
reasons presented with respect to Claim 20. 

Based oil the above discussion, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. §112 
rejection of Claims 20 to 38 is respectfully requested- 

CONCLUSION 

In light of the amendments and remarks contained herein, Applicant submits that the 
application is in condition for allowance, for which early action is requested. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any fees or overpayments that may be due with this response to 
Deposit Account No. 17-0026. 

Respectfully submitted, 

LXaol B 
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